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BeforeSTEELE, Chief JusticeJACOBS andRIDGELY, Justices.
ORDER

This 3 day of March 2011, it appears to the Court that:

(1) Defendant/appellant, Andreas Stihl AG & Co. K'Gtihl"), has
petitioned this Court, pursuant to Supreme CourleRIR, to accept an
interlocutory appeal from the Superior Court’s esdef January 27, 2011
and February 3, 2011. The January 27, 2011 ordeantep
plaintiffs/appellees an extension of time “untiloFeary 11, 2011 at 5 p.m.
to retain and identify [an] expert [witness].” Tkebruary 3, 2011 order
denied Stihl's request to vacate the January 2¥]1 20der. By order dated
February 8, 2011, the Superior Court denied Stildjgplication for

certification of an interlocutory appeal.



(2) Applications for interlocutory review are addsed to the
sound discretion of this Court and are granted omlyexceptional
circumstances. We have examined the Superior Gaimhuary 27, 2011
and February 3, 2011 orders according to the @it®st forth in Supreme
Court Rule 42 and have concluded that exceptiomalimstances meriting
review of either order do not exist in this case.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the
interlocutory appeal is REFUSED.

BY THE COURT:

/s/ Henry duPont Ridgely
Justice



